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to jeopardize what he had obtained for the sake of the unobtainable, signified
his willingness to accept the formula which was offered and to close the bargain.
Letters were exchanged and on the following morning, the 1st instant,
Mr. Gandhi left Cape Town for Durban. My Secretary, who happened to
meet him before his departure, did not observe any marked change in his
appearance as the result of his recent fast. In the course of a brief conver-
sation he spoke with great modesty of his own share in the settlement and
with generosity of the help which had been given by others.
 3.	Mr. Gandhi presumably will publish the attached correspondence shortly
after the end of the session.  It is not likely to enhance the popularity of the
Government in Nationalist circles, and even in some other quarters, especially
in Natal, it may be expected to have a dubious reception. In these circumstances
publicity before Parliament has risen might prove very inconvenient. I need
not lay stress on the courage with which General Smuts has disregarded the
prejudices of a large section of his party.
 4.	The assurance given on the first point specified in Mr. Gorges5 letter should
go far to allay the apprehensions which have been aroused in Natal as to the
effect of the removal of the £3 licence. These misconceptions are responsible
for the foolish telegrams from Durban, which have been communicated to you
under cover of my Despatches No. 467 and No. 468 of the 2nd instant, ask-
ing that the Bill should be "vetoed". The sender of one of them, Mr. K. K.
Pillay, who describes himself as "Chairman of the £3 tax Committee*9, is said
to be a person of no importance. I am also told that it is very doubtful whe-
ther Mr. M. C. Coovadia, from whom the other emanates, has any considerable
following even among the members of the Natal Indian Congress. Information
has reached me that at a recent so-called "mass meeting" which he summoned
the attendance only numbered some thirty Indians.   For the accuracy of this
statement I cannot, however, vouch.  There is some force in his criticism of
Section 7 of the Act as redrafted. The point had not been overlooked. I saw the
new clause for the first time when it appeared among the amendments on the
Order paper. I at once caused enquiry to be made why the Commission's re-
commendation had been varied so that proof might be required not only of the
identity of the Indian producing a certificate of domicile, but also of the gran-
tee's lawful title to its issue. I was advised that in some cases such certificates
had been obtained by fraud and that the Government did not think it right
that these should be protected. I should have preferred the original clause, but
as the contention of the Government was not in itself unreasonable, and as
Mr, Gandhi took no exception to the amendment, I did not feel called upon
to cause embarrassment by insisting on so relatively trivial a detail. In other
respects Mr. Coovadia's telegram is futile.  It is conceivable, though there is
no evidence, that this agitation may have been encouraged by a few Euro-
peans in Natal who were perhaps not averse from allowing Indian suspicion
and credulity to be stimulated into a belief that? in the absence of a £3 licence,

